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Abstract

Washington's NIPF forested holdings total 3.1 million
acres or 19.3% of the state’s total commercial timber-
land and accounted for 29.3% of the timber harvested
in the state on a volume basis in 1998. These NIPF
lands al so provide numerous non-monetary benefitsto
the owners and to the state as a whole. This paper
providesan overview of a1999 survey of non-industrial
private forest (NIPF) landownersin Washington State.
Resultsare based on 872 completed questionnaires. Re-
spondentsaveraged 57 years of age and had owned their
land for an average of 23 years. Median ownership size
for all respondents was 40 acres. Nearly half of the
respondents had a permanent residence of some type
on their property and 20% of the forest holdings were
held as part of afarm or ranch.

Washington's owners are more affluent, more com-
puter literate and more urbanized than ever before.
Ownersalso faceavariety of ownership problems, with
over haf reporting trespassing and onethird withillegal
dumping. Owners expressed a variety of ownership
objectives. Respondents also exhibited a very strong
land ethic, with approximately three fourths of the own-
erssomewhat to strongly agreeing with avariety of state-
mentsrelated to thisattribute. Responsesalso reflected
the struggle to balance environmental concerns while
producing products and income. Owners responding
also exhibited strong reservations about the use of pre-
scribed fire on their lands as a management tool, while
at the same time the majority indicated that prescribed
fire could be auseful tool.

Over fifty percent of the ownersresponding indicated
that they had sold timber in the past. Approximately,
one fourth of the respondents plan to sell timber over
the next five years. If past trends continue, it appears
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likely that roughly two thirds of future saleswill occur
without the benefit of advice or assistance from a pro-
fessional forester.

Introduction

Woashington’snon-industrial privateforestland (NI PF)
landownershavehistorically received relatively little at-
tention when compared to their eastern counterparts
(Blatner et al. 1991). However, with the dramatic re-
ductionsin federal timber harvestsin the Pacific North-
west during the 1990s and the rise of numerous envi-
ronmental and development issues in the state,
Washington’s NI PF landowners have become the sub-
ject of considerable interest by policy analysts, forest
industry and various environmental groups.

Washington'sNIPF forested holdingstotal 3.1 million
acresor 19.3% of the state’ stotal of commercial forest-
land (MacLean et al. 1992, McKay et al. 1995). Own-
ersharvested nearly 1.2 billion board feet (Scribner scale)
in 1998, accounting for 29.3% of the timber harvestin
the state on a volume basis (Larsen 2000). However,
the growing interest in Washington's NI PF lands goes
far beyond their role in providing raw material for the
state’ ssolid wood and pulp paper productssectors. NIPF
landsprovidecritically important environmental and rec-
reational valuesto their ownersand to the people of the
state. Theselandsare also often highly sought after by
developersfor awidevariety of purposes and individu-
alsseekingmorearural lifestyle.

This paper provides an overview of arecently com-
pleted survey of NIPF landownersin Washington State.
The survey was conducted in an effort to develop an
updated profile of NIPF landowners in the state and
their views on awiderange of environmental and other
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issues. Theresults presented here arefor the state asa
whole. Moredetailed breakdownswill be publishedin
subsequent papers.

Survey Methods

During 1998 and early 1999 all of the forested coun-
tiesin Washington State were contacted in an effort toa
listing of NI PFlandownersand addressesfor each county,
since no statewide computerized list of NIPF landown-
ersexists. A random sample of forestland ownerswas
drawn for each county based on the proportion of NIPF
landsin each county. A total of 800 namesfor western
and 800 namesfor eastern Washington weredrawn. In
addition, an over-sample of 400 Washington Farm For-
estry Association (WFFA) member names was drawn
for the entire state.

The survey instrument was based on an extensivere-
view of previoudy used survey instruments aswell as
new questions devel oped specifically for thisstudy. In
particular, permission was obtained to use a series of
questionsfrom arecently published study of Massachu-
setts NI PF owner attitudes concerning ecosystem man-
agement (Richenbach et al. 1998). Inclusion of these
guestions provided ablock of questionsdesigned to as-
sess owner attitudes towards the environment and will
providedirect comparisonswith landownersin Massa-
chusettsin future work.

The survey was conducted during early fall 1999 by
the Social and Economic Sciences Research Center
(SESRC). Dillman’stotal design method was used in
implementing the survey with a three-wave mailing
(Dillman 2000). An overall completion rate of 49.29%
wasachieved. Thecompletionratefor thegeneral NIPF
survey sample was slightly lower at 44.61%, whilethe
ratefor the WFFA over-samplewas 67.69%. Themuch
higher response rate for the WFFA over-sample is at
least partially attributable to promotion efforts by the
WFFA.

SESRC compiled the resulting dataand provided ex-
tensive error checking. The authors completed subse-
guent data analysis. The results presented here repre-
sent aweighted average of the responsesfor the state as
awhole. Thisapproach allowsfor theinclusion of the
datafrom the WFFA over-sample by weighting it in pro-
portionto the overall NIPF landowner population. The
weighting factor was determined based on the number
of WFFA membersoccurring on samplelistsfor eastern
and western Washington.
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Results
Respondent Profile

Individuals responding to the survey mirrored those
of the previous statewide study of Washington NIPF
landowners (Blatner et al. 1991) in many respects. Re-
spondents averaged 57 years of age and had owned
land for an average of 23 years. Over 93% were Cau-
casian and 85% indicated that the principal decision-
maker wasmale. Fifty nine percent indicated that they
had completed at |east one college degree.

A few notabledifferencesweredsoidentified. Sightly
more than half of the owners surveyed had an annual
income in excess of $50,000 per year. This suggests
that landowners are somewhat better financially even
after adjusting for inflation than they were in 1987.
Landowners are also somewhat more urbanized than
they were in the most recent prior study of ownersin
the state, with approximately of half of the respondents
livinginacity with 5,000 or more people (Blatner 2000).

Median ownership for all respondents was 40 acres,
while the mean holding size was 115 acres. Almost
90% of the respondents’ lands were held asindividual
ownership, and nearly half had a permanent residence
of some type on the property. Twenty percent of the
forested holdings were held as part of afarm or ranch.
Public access was allowed on 51% of the holdings and
27% had a fish-bearing stream. Fifty eight percent of
the owners expressed a desire to keep the land in the
family inthefuture.

Respondents were also asked a series of questions
about computer ownership and use. Fifty one percent
of those responding indicated that they used acomputer
at work, while an even higher percentage (58%) used a
computer at home. Three fourths of those individuals
who indicated using a computer at home or at work
communicated viaemail and 70% used the World Wide
Web to do research and obtain information. Of those
who did not currently use a computer, 21% indicated
that they planned to buy a computer sometime in the
next threeyears.

Respondents were also asked to rate a wide of land
ownership objectivesusing afour point Likert scalerang-
ing from very important to very unimportant without
the option of a“no opinion” midpoint. At least eighty
five percent of the respondents rated each of the fol-
lowing reasonsfor land ownership as somewhat to very
important, “ attachment to land,” “legacy for children,”
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“satisfaction from owning land,” “privacy” and “ scenic
beauty.” Nearly half the respondentsalso indicated that
income from the sale of timber was somewhat to very
important ownership objective. One third of the re-
spondentsindicated the following ownership objectives
were somewhat to very important: “aplaceto hunt and
fish,” “aplacetorideATVS’, “eventual commercial de-
velopment,” “ accessto nearby recreation,” and “income
from future sale of theland.”

Beliefsand Attitudes

Drawing onthework of Richenbach et al. (1998), we
asked those surveyed to respond to aseries of questions
concerning their feelingsand attitudes about “ their land
and community.” In the next block of questions we
asked them arelated set of questionstheir feelingsand
attitudes about “forest and woodlandsin general.” The
following sections highlight some of the more significant
findings.

Your Land and Your Community

Seventy percent or more of the respondents believed
strongly to very strongly that it wasimportant to “bal-
ance their needs with those of the land” and that “their
land was part of amuch larger natural system.” Simi-
larly, 70% or more of the respondents believed strongly
to very strongly that they “needed to provide for the
future,” that “their actions were important in the long
run” and that “their neighbors’ actionsdirectly affected
them and their land.” An even larger percentage of
respondents expressed aneed “to leavetheland at | east
asgood asthey found it.”

Interestingly, even though it was obvious from the
respondents’ answersthat they held strong environmental
values, not dl of thequestionsposed yiel ded such strongly
one-sided responses. When owners were asked if the
“land must provide areturnto cover the expenses asso-
ciated with ownership,”—39% somewhat to strongly
agreed, while 41% somewhat to strongly disagreed.
Similarly, when owners were asked to respond to the
statement “1 would be pleased if a rare or threatened
species was found on my land”—36% somewhat to
strongly agreed, while 41% somewhat to strongly dis-
agreed. In the each case the remainder of responses
wereeither “neutral” or “noopinion”.

Forests and Woodlands in General

Respondents expressed a strong environmental ethic
with respect to forestsand woodlandsin general. Over
70% of respondents believed “individual specieswere
important,” “wetlands were of benefit to others,” and
that “society has aresponsibility to provide for future
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generations.” Eighty percent of respondents also indi-
cated that “ resource decisions should not be based solely
on economics.”

I ssuesFaced by NI PF Owners

Respondentswere asked to indicate what i ssues/prob-
lemsthey faced asforestland owners. Trespassing was
themost frequently cited issue with 53% of therespon-
dentsindicating aproblem of thistype. 1llegal dumping,
vandalism and poaching were commonly cited with 33%,
29% and 22% of those responding citing these prob-
lems, respectively.

Fireand ItsRole

Surveyed ownerswere also presented with aseries of
questions concerning wildfire and fire protection. Only
4% of the respondents indicated having had a substan-
tial wildfire on their lands over the past 10 years. The
majority of respondentsbelieved that fire protection was
adequate.

Nearly three fourths felt fire played a major role in
the development the region’s forest. However, we re-
ceived amixed responseto aquestion concerning whether
or not managers have practiced too much fire exclusion
in Pacific Northwest forests. Forty one percent some-
what to strongly agreed with this statement, while 29%
somewhat to strong disagreed. Twenty nine percent
had no opinion.

With respect to the use of prescribed fire as a man-
agement tool, 55% indicated they were somewhat to
very familiar with it. In addition, 63% somewhat to
strongly agreed that it was a useful management tool.
However, only 10% somewhat to strongly agreed with
astatement indicating that they planned to use prescribed
fire on their lands in the next 10 years. Sixty two per-
cent somewhat to strongly disagreed with this statement
and 28% were unsure. These results strongly suggest
that NI FPlandowners have significant reservations about
theuse of firein forest management on their lands.

Timber Har vest Behavior

Owners' surveyed were also asked a series of ques-
tions concerning their timber sale behavior. Fifty three
percent of the respondents indicated that they had sold
timber at least once during their tenure of ownership.
Twenty one percent of those who had sold timber from
their lands indicated they had sold timber earlier than
expected dueto concernsover changing harvest regula-
tions. Owners reporting having sold timber were also
asked to indicate the year of their most recent timber
sale. Eighty three percent of the owners' most recent
timber salesoccurred in the years 1990 through 1999, a
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period of dramatically increasing prices aswell asin-
creasing regulation.

Twenty four percent of all respondentsindicated that
they planned to sell timber within next fiveyears, while
an additional 28% indicated that atimber sale was pos-
sible at some future date. Only 37% of those having
sold timber sought advice from a consulting or public
agency forester. Thirty five percent of the respondents
reported relying on the advice of theloggers.

Summary and Conclusions

Theresults of the survey presented here suggest sev-
eral important conclusions. Washington’s owners are
more affluent, more computer literate and more urban-
ized than ever before. Owners also face a variety of
land ownership problems, with over half reporting prob-
lemswithillegal trespassand onethird withillegal dump-
ing. Owners expressed a variety of ownership objec-
tives. Various non-monetary benefitsincluding the sat-
isfaction from owning land, providing wildlife habitat
and privacy were somewhat to very important to alarge
proportion of owners. Nearly half the respondentsal so
rated income from the sale of timber as somewhat to
very important.

Respondents exhibited a strong land ethic, with ap-
proximately three fourths of the owners somewhat to
strong agreeing with avariety of statementsrelating to
this attribute. They also tended to view their lands as
part of larger system. Conversely, responses also re-
flected the struggl e to balance environmental concerns
with the costs of ownership. Thispoint wasreflectedin
adirect question concerning monetary issues and indi-
rectly through aquestion concerning the desirahility of
finding a “threatened or endangered species’ on their
property. Ownersresponding to the survey also exhib-
ited strong reservations about the use of prescribed fires
on their lands as a management tool, while at the same
timethe maority indicated that prescribed fire could be
auseful tool.
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Over fifty percent of the ownersresponding indicated
that they had sold timber in the past. Based on the
survey results, approximately one fourth of the respon-
dentsplanto sell timber over the next fiveyears. If past
trends continue, it appearslikely that roughly two thirds
of these saleswill occur without the assistance of apro-
fessional forester. These results add further support to
the idea that while respondents exhibited strong envi-
ronmental values, incomefrom their landswasstill im-
portant. It also pointsto the need for increased profes-
sional assistancein designing management plans, which
are consistent with landowner management objectives—
both monetary and non-monetary.
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